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questions of a personal nature, while Sweden and Finland make
nationality the determining factor. They have resolved this
difficulty by agreeing to maintain their respective attitudes so
far as a conflict of laws between one of the Scandinavian coun-
tries and a non-Scandinavian country is concerned, but to
adopt domicil as the guiding principle in inter-Scandinavian
private international law. Thus, if a person belongs to one of
the four countries but has been domiciled in one of the others
for two years at least, or if subjects of one of the four countries
marry and establish their matrimonial domicil in one of the
others, the lexdomicilii governs questions of adoption, guardian-
ship and marriage, including in this last case the effect of mar-
riage on movable property.1 The term of two years' domicil
is intended as a safeguard against abuses, especially that of
taking up residence in a neighbouring country in order to evade
the sanctions of the law of nationality.
Benelux A more recent example of a limited convention is that con-
Con™n eluded in 1951 between the Benelux states—Belgium, The
Netherlands and Luxembourg—which unified the rules of'
private international law upon the more important matters,
such as capacity and status, divorce, succession to property on
death and the essential validity of contracts.2
influence Another agency which, to a limited extent, had a unifying
tp£™~ influence upon the rules of private international law was the
of inter- Permanent Court of International Justice.3 This was the high-
est internati°nal tribunal in existence until the dissolution of
the League of Nations, and though, of course, its decisions
were not binding upon municipal courts in other disputes, it
is obvious that, when it passed judgment upon a normal trans-
action of an essentially international nature likely to come
before the courts of any country, its pronouncements deserved
not merely to be respected but, other things being equal, to be
followed. The outstanding instance of the influence exerted by
the Permanent Court was the Serbian Loans case of 19294 in
which the question raised by France against Serbia was whether
a loan issued by the Serbian Government, and mostly held by
Frenchmen, was payable both as to principal and interest in
1	The effect on immovables is governed by the lex situs.
2	The convention is summarized by the Dutch delegate, E. M. Meijers, in
2 American Journal of Comparative Law, i et seqq.
3	See ail article by Mr. W. E. Beckett, 11 B.T.B.LL. (1930), i.
4	Publications of the Court, Series A, No. 20; see also the case of Brazilian
Loans, Series A, No. 21; n B.T.BJ.L. (1930), 17-21; 17 B.T.BJ.L. (1936),
113-14.

